
Northern Ufology Published by the Northern UFO Network (NUFON) 

In a monthly series with the Northern UFO News 

Edited by Jenny Randles (MUFORA) 

Address: 23 Sunningdale Drive, Irlam, Salford M30 6NJ Cover Design: John Watson (CHRYSIS) 

































NORTHERN UFOLOGY 


NORTHERN UFOLOGY 


2£i25®^_1222_ issue_§5 

Contents!: P.2 The Future of NUFON, News, Reviews 

P.3 - 8 UFO RESEARCH - What Should we do? (Articles by; Ron 
Sergeant, Stephen Bahks, John Watson, Martin Keatman & 

Jenny Randles) 

_Cheshire, 

EDITORIAL; "A Critical time to decide" 

Some of you have no doubt received a most interesting circular,issued by 
FuFOR and MAPIT jointly.This intimates that n6 true liaison is undertaken by 
Nifl&N;,and in some senses I take their point.NUFON always has had a limited 
approach and is,in reality,more of a "coordination centre" - pooling data to¬ 
gether for the benefit of posterity and future research.Undoubtedly,there are 
aspects of NUFON which promote liaiscn,and efforts are underway tm further 
foster this (see P*2).However,the biggest problem remains - and oddly,it was 
FUFOR themselves who took me to task when I once discussed it in an editorial 
(no, 38 , July 1977).There are .without doubt,two types of UFO group - the hobby 
ists and the activists. 

In order to fulfill its coordination role NUFON must be involved with any 
association which aims to study the UFO phenomenon.This leads \o inevitable” 
problems (shared by open membership bodies such as BUFORA) where only a min¬ 
ority of participants (the activists) respond and take deep interest in T/ider 
issues.Whilst this situation cannot be avoided if one is to coordinate all 
efforts,it can (asit seems to have done with FUFOR and MAPIT) instill great, 
frustration into the small number of activists. 

FUFOR/MAPIT have realised this point clearly in their important circular, 
and have laudably decided to aim for "True Liaison" between themselves,eg - 
standardisation of methodology,joint research etc.Whilst I aan applaud such 
moves and hope they are precipitative of others (and I know it is not true 
that no other liaison is going on),it is nonetheless a pity that FUfSr and 
MAPIT found it necessary to ostracise themselves from the NUFON community. 

It seems to me that a similar motivation lay behind the ideas’ of ope or 
two who wanted to formulate a "British Group Network" (see last issue).Terry 
Hooper of UFO INTERNATIONAL is certainly one and I would stress that some of. 
you appear to have regarded him as "in competitiun" when,in truth,he has been 
more forthcoming than anyone else involved in these plans in keeping us up'to'" 
date on the concept,Terry is as concerned as we are not to formulate splinter 
groups in abundance.News- of the first meeting (held September \ r j) is not yet 
to hahd,but I gather minutes will be circulated and there is hope of progress. 
It is of interest to note that much of what FUFOR/MAPIT propose In their 
circular h as in fact been attempted by UFOIN since 1977.i m P rov ement of report 
standards,standardisation and coordination of methodology and coordination of 
active ufologists (regardless of group allegiencies) UFOIN works between 
individuals not groups because there are very few active ufologists,Several 
belong to otherwise inactive groups,several are key coordinators of relatively 
active groups - others prefer to keep apart from groups.For these reasons the 
individual ooncept provides better coordination,! feel,than a group,system 
would.I also believe UFOIN is beginning to justify itself and precisely as 
FUFOR/MAPIT propose in their circular announces "if they do not attain the 
necessary standards,such reports will not be accepted."The "in depth" UFOIN 
files at Nottingham will illustrate this point (one case alone has 119 pages 
of reports,photo graphs,maps and evaluationsi ) As FUFOR/MAPIT recognise this 
sounds dictatorial,but it is the only way ahead - provided the system is net 
governed by an elite and is open to anyone who meets the standards - as UFOIN. 

The UFOIN approach is one way,and the NUFON one is another.Both have" 
distinctive advantages.I am not positive that there is justification for a 
'middle road' approach - coordinating only active groups,since this really 
just duplicates what in combined function NUFON/UFOIN attempts.Nonetheless 
I do accept that there is fruitful ground for exploring an extension of the 
FUFOR/MAPIT proposals.Perhaps they will care to provide a paper to the meet¬ 
ing in Nottingham on November 24 (see P.2),Their important ideas can then be. 
discussed by those who care (for the NUFON area at least) since,lets face it, 
they will be the ones to turn up at the meeting.Let us not waste the opportunet 
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THE FUTURE OF NUFON 


With the last issue of this magazine a circular was sent to all NUFON groups. 
This contained important proposals for future development vizs- 

a) A NUFON administration be set up with”any nominated' person participating.' 

Each individual to have specific respohsibility for areas of liaison-. 

b) A:i annual "Status Report" be published on all groups.Including full 1 data, 
area covered,equipment and specialists available,and a position statement 

on current research and ideas about the phenomenon.An obvious aid to liaison. 

c) "Sub networks" to be self formulated on the bas-is of Ireland (already in , 
operation),East Midlands (ditto),West Midlands,North Mindlands and Scotland 
and Borders.Each to specifically coordinate local investigation better - but 
NUFON to overall coordinate as ( at presen^. - 

Not suprisingly there has been a low response with just the activists even 
bothering to comment on what are significant proposals.However,as reaction was - 
favourable from those responding a NUFON meeting has been called to discuss 
the moves. NUFOIS (Nottingham) are to b^ hosts and the provisional date set 
is NOVEMBER 2A 1979 .Full details will be included in the next issue,but if you 
wish them in the meantime contact NUFOIS ( SAE please) at: 443 Meadow Lane, 
Nottingham NG2 3GB or phone Bob Morrell on 0602-860010. 

Representation at the meeting ought to be considered essential by any group- 
who believes itself active.lt is conceivable that even wider issues of'liaison 
will come to be discussed. It has been decided that the meeting will have a 
theme of "UFO Investigation'and group coordination". It will commence 'with 
papers,presented by any group or : individual,on this "coordination " theme and 
will be followed by debate and resoltion.These papers should be concise (no 
longer than 15 minutes) and make specific.points or proposals.Even if you have- 
never spoken publically before, present one if you have something to say.Groups 
outside the NUFON system are cordially''^nvi ted to contribute also,Brief abstracts 
(ie notes on content) should be forvra,rded to NUFON by November 1st so that an 
outline of propositions may be circulated next issue.Full papers should also 
be subsequently made available (on request) for publication.I hope everyone 
seriously concerned about liaison and coordination (in all its'many aspects ..-., 
investigation,research, ^cywatching etc qtc) will contribute to the debate. 

It is hoped (as with usual practice.) ^to round off proceedings with on a or 
two more general papers so that ygu do' not travel just for a meeting.lt is 
anticipated that the meeting vfill run, from about 1.30 to 6pm.... BE THERE ! 

news ' ; 1 ‘ ’ ; 

:: This month's bpic provided some most interesting ideas,which perhaps 
will not just be read and discarded,In line with the NUFON meeting in November 
the theme for the January issue will be: "UROLOGY IN BRITAIN - How should it 
be organised?" Your views on groups,networks and future approaches please. 1 

:: Attempts are to be made to ressurect the dormant but greatly needed 
INVESTIGATOR TRAINING COURSE.Would anyone who feels they are willin'-/able to- 
assist in developing and running such) a scheme please contact the editor. ; 

:: Subscriptions for January - December 1980 are now being accepted from 

NUN and Northern Ufology readers. The price has been held steady for two years 
but inflation has forced enormous rises in paper'and duplicator costs over the 
recent period.We have kept to 3 minimum the.enforced rise (well below inflation 
level over the period),but I 98 O subscriptions will be £ 3.60 for 12 issues. 

:: You will all know of the disastrous crash.of two Harrier jets over 
Wisbech on September 21.One of.our subscribers (Dana Parry - editor of UPNB) 
lives in the road involved in the accident.His house was not one of those 
destroyed by the crash but we can only hope that he did not suffer in any way 
from the disaster.If he did then we send our sympathy. 


KE”IEWSs 

A new book to look out for is "ENCOUNTERS WITH THE PAST" ly Peter Moss 
It cocerns hypnotic regression experiments and the hypnotist involved-.is Joe 
Keeton (who performed the experiments on Gaynor Sunderland - see previolis NUNs) 

It costs £7.95,but includes two records so you cah hear the regressions, 

SKYWATCH (MAPIT) Aug/Sep contains much foreign material and an important article 
by Mark Moravec of ACOS,Australia, on "The Ethics of UFO Investigation" 

Encounter 79 (36 Torkington St.Sdgeley,Stockport,SK3 9JS) is issued FREE and 
aims to "stand against he bad ufologist" and be highly critical. Is sue 2 sta-rts 
to comment on NUFON.EARTHLINK is now issued separate from the Essex UFO Study 
Group but same address.Full account of the Jean Hingley CE3 (mince pies and all;) 




























UFO RESEARCH - WHAT SHOULD WE DO? 1) M The base idea : n research 11 

Ron Sargeant (Freelance UFO Investigator) (RoR is a former RAF service officer) 

The Doyen of Ufology,Allen Hynek,once said that there must be enough info¬ 
rmation in the mass of reports to find the answer to the UFO phenomenon if one 
only knew 1 What 1 ,’Why 1 ,'Where* and ’How* to use it.That statement makes sense 
but only if you have a base idea. 

Research may be defined as careful search and inquiry,scientific investigation 
and study to discover facts.So what is a UFO? Careful search and inquiry into 
the report of a UFO incident can establish all the basic facts as far as the 
witness remembers and understandsit.To a certain extent groups cr individuals 
can carry out elementary scientific studies,but finance and qualifications are 
a limiting factor.How I would love to get a UFO for close scrutiny,but we all 
know how elusive they are. 

So - the main ingredient into research (a UFOl) is unobtainableoUnless one 
does a great deal of skywatching you will most likely never even see on’e.Yet 
this is,I think,the first point of research.Skywatching,as a subject,is not 
very popular with supposedly serious ufologists,but I feel it has value„Actually 
if the whole of the population was to do absolutely nothing else but skywatch 
then I think we would find a valuable return for this activity. 

Skywatching is regular for some groups,ana these do provide interesting re¬ 
sults. For example,showing how an object can be tracked across country and be 
seen from varying directions.Sometimes by this-method a positive ’identification 
can be made,There is also another form of skywatching that is very valuable -* 
the radar watch* 

If anyone has access to air traffic centres then it could be extremely useful. 
h nationwide radar coverage is in operation,although information is difficult 
to come by.Military radars are no doubt of even more interest,but here the 
difficulties are increased,not just from the cooperative viewpoint but also 
because the 'Official Secrets Act' steps in. 

What would be the most productive research subject?The proceeding paragraphs 
have shown one aspect,but also the obstructions to it.I mentioned the 'base idea 1 
and this is the most important ingredient of our research. Think out what UFOs 
are and then research in that direction.Dragging in 'Skywatching',radar reports, 
photography,instrumental effects etc may be'required,but all research must be 
done open mindedly.If you are ETH inclined and a seemingly psychic aspect comes 
up - consider itI The same is true in reverse.Do not discard in favour of just 
one application of possibilities. 

In researching UFOs I would say a most valuable commodity is imagination.Though 
many will disagree and say it is unscientific it must be- remembered that some 
of sciences most successful findings have owed a lot to imagination 0 Take Darwin 
as an example.What is extra-terrestrial or natural evolution? That is another 
story - or is it? Above all else be thorough and determined. 


UFO RESEARCH - WHAT SHOULD WE DO? 2) "Physical & Non-Physical - a 

balanced modus-opcrandi" 

Stephen Banks UFORA (BUFORA & UFOIN) (Coordinator of UFOIN physical trace team.) 

If the basic contention behind research is that it will help in the accumul¬ 
ation of knowledge of the subject under study,then I feel that a new facet must 
be added to our research projects. 

Many ufologists have found the 'New Ufology',formulated along basically psycho¬ 
logical lines,of instant appeal.The danger is of course that they will cling to 
fashionable ideas -that • have no real foundation in what is termed concpnsus reality. 
In this case,however,there is sufficient evidence in my view to indicate that a 
large body of 'psychic - UFO' linked events have occurred,In fact I,like most 
people,started in the UFO field wholly ignorant of any bridging of the two sets 
of jjbenomena.I try to remain entirely objective and realise that many reports 
of an unidentified nature have no psychic or paranormal features whatsoever, 
but that a preponderance of close encounter witnesses claim personal exper¬ 
iences of a kind encompassed by the term ’Parapsychological occurrences : , 

I propose.ytherefore,that a balanced research system would be comprised of the 
many people already attempting very good research into areas such aslanding 
reports,EM effects etc,and also those who probe the’witnesses themselves (their 
psychological traits etc) On a further level it also needs those who peer into 
the nebulous waters of allegedly paranormal experiences claimed by certain'UFO 
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PHYSICAL and NON-PHYSICAL font... 

percipients .Many might argue that this is not tbe way of* 

% Of the physieai 

sciences,psychology and parapsychology, care fully all the various comp- 

The basic idea of all research is to weigh ^efully^ ^ ^ 

onents of a system under study and to S _ ^ cou ld natives of the Indo- 

include it in the known.To draw an an gy^ and the mode’of mechanical 

nesian hinterland figure out an ® ca rburretor and other vital 

function of its engine,if they failed ^ v the y had anything to do with the 
components merely because they did not bel^f^.fttaSmentI think, 
principal system? A daft situation, n° , wlll have pet theories,as 

Obviously a researcher into J^as I S am a chemist/will be inclined 
it were.Landing Trace specialists such“ 1 X n ^ ena - hypotheses,wheras a 
towards 'p lysically objective ex erna. > ^ . an arc hetype theories at least 

SfiSiSstSL^orcan^ee^hL hy only viewing part of the phenomenon,a .. 

V °Vet~ Ur , e cV 

effectively nullify the ETH.So far,no ^ ^ ^ thQ aforame nJfioned ETH to 

destroyed any of the major hypoth Phe trouble is that too many people 

^^ y r=S°?rS 3"- verify their own peraonally hell 

Vie nelieve that much work on the physical 

that will greatly augment our know ( e> Nqw a balance is being ach- 

Jan Heerings papers on solid light p he ^ Spr inkle,BerthoId Schwarz et alia, 
ieved with more conceptmal thinkers f th phenomenon in research 

We too have a chance to balance ^ ^ £r fsychical Research : and 

circles hy the suggested liaison with the Society for^ y^^ ^ ^ 

other such moans.I am sure that this P ^ the „ hole and not the part, 

enable researchers and mvestigat . . &. a prerequisite of research* 

despite a restrictive view and speci. arch mus f pr0C eed along both physical 

To summarise then,I would say ‘ S p ec trum of UFO events to be understood 

and non-physical pathways for the ^ opcn mind CTd a nUlingness 

to a far greater degree.Aftc.r ali,i j 

to learn. ___- 

-a > "Hasic Steps towards research" 

UFO RESEARCH- WHAT SHOULD 'WE DO? 3) 

t , ruRYSTS (BUFORA RlC,N.3ast & UFOI ) 

Ue J all familiar with the ^^^^^1^ & f 

which too often tend -to t>e in.se manifestations - how can a group 

SchhllS^itLff^^^“n suVh a manner carry out a truly unbiased 

Wd satisfactory result with a 

to all such theories (and others) m seen a ^ostTThe reverse applie. 

bolts investigator ask if a witness has e 

with equal vigour. +nwards sensible research has to be obtaining precise 

Ome of the m.ojor steps towards sen croups will have to start 

data in the first pl” e - T ° ^ e f t Sed Lvestyation.i. group which allows 
thinking about carrying out »re dot to themselves,since the 

it elf to remain biased in any way u 

information they gather must be • en line s our problem is. 

Even if we get all groups to ^inkfon m P proliC es is a pile of easo.- 

but partly solved.If we go on a*massin^ cas^ t ^ a number of research 

We need to use the information 1 f u f 0 logy.At the same times tnese 

programmes exploring ^ he , V tp+UQp phi s is where a groups-individual beliefs ca. 
must be liaised closely together.This, is wner jects based on specixic 

be useful .Each group should begin long erm shduld „ however, be , 

theories they have for UFO on„in. - PAC e k 
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'BASIC STEPS TOWARDS RESEARCH Cont... 


treated as if any of the main theories could have provided the stimulus a If the 
case develops along lines useful to their own research then it should be used to 
that end,but if it develops along different lines then th 3 information should be 
passed onto a group whose research it most resembles.The new NUFON idea of iss¬ 
uing position statements on all member groups will help in this. 

Such a programme would require an enormous amount of organisation,cooperation 
and above all understanding.lt is of no use if a group opts out of an established 
network merely because its theories are different .Any group which operates 
like that provides data which is not within the system,and is therefore almost 
uselessI Remember we all want the answers to the same questions! 

The idea for cooperative research is not new.Various people have already put 
forward excellent ideas for ambitious research projects with high hopes of succ- 
ess.Alas,this enthusiasm is met with the third major bug-bear that is around 
these days - APATHY! 

Few people even bother to respond to these ideas,and the high hopes are soon 
dashed to the ground.Where are all the so-called dedicated ufologists?Do we want 
to learn those answers or not?It is true that many ufologists have much on their 
plate,being members of half a dozen different groups,writing articles,producing 
magazines etc.Yet what of the rest,who carry out the odd investigation but do 
nothing else? 

It is high time people started getting off -their proverbial backsides(or high 
horses - whichever is applicable) - and then started mucking inIA good start 
would be to attend conferences.These afford ideal opportunities for meeting 
others,making contacts and working things out to satisfaction.lt worked at 
London - so it can work again. 

As I see it there are three stages towards a serious research programme;- 

1) The most important is to cure ourselves of this' mindless apathy and start 
using some of the information we get instead of admiring it like wallraper« 

2) ATT groups,regardless of favourite theories,should investigate on the 
assumption that anything could have provided the timulus and act accordingly 0 

3) All groups,singly or jointly,should begin a research programme based upon 
relevant theories,and should liaise closely with other,divergent,projects 
for data exchange. 

If we stay apart we are wasting time and effort.Together we may just find 
some answers.Let's make it work! 

UFO RESEARCH - WHAT SHOULD WE DO? 4) "UFO Research - The Way ahead?" 

Martin Keatman UFORA - (BUFORA RIC & UFOIN) (UFOIN humanoid project coordinator N 

Before we begin to discuss research a fundamental question must be asked, 3 Can 
the human race,at its present level of scientific knowledge and conception, 
successfully conduct investigation of a phenomenon so vast and complex with hope 
of discovering any meaningful facts about its nature and .origin? I strongly 
suspect the answer is no: that however much we record and research we will not 

come any nearer the truth than we are permitted to. 

We could imagine a group, of sixteenth century scholars observing a modern jet 
aircraft.They could record its passage,possibly even draw it.and then ponder 
what they had seen.With their level of knowledge,however,it is most unlikely 
that they could even conceive of .the principles involved. 

We may ourselves be in such a position with the UFO.We are obviously dealing 
with an intelligence order which greatly surpasses our own.TherefOre we could 
fairly question if our patterns of thought and reality are radically different 
to those behind the phenomenon.This seems a reasonable suggestion.Indeed its 
framework of reality may be on. a basis that we cannot even conceive„ 

If we assume for the sake of Argument that this is so - which of course it 
may not be - our application of scientific method to the problem is probably 

invalid. 

In response to this rather daunting prospe-ct we can take heart in That a 
sudden discovery or theoretical modification could drastically alter our own 
vision of reality - with perhaps amazing consequences.Many moddrn physicists 
have ©me to realise that our current theories of reality,time etc are ;inadequAte 
and that they may need considerable modification.Additionally,who is to say 
that the process of evolution is complete? I think it plausible that man is 
still far from realising his full potential,especially where the mind is con¬ 
cerned. Bearing all this in mind we may outline what appears to be a sensible 
way of approaching UFO investigation and research. 
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1: Scientific Method ; 

Since scientific dogmas are governed by perceptions of real¬ 
ity, true research can only be confined to this reality» unless or until its boun¬ 
daries are further expanded.We know from experience that the only way to conduct 
research is by adopting an objective approach;to a problem.lt is the sole reason 
that nan has progressed from a cave-living existence.Although many of us are 
hot scientists in.the true sense,this is no way prevents objectivity or the emp¬ 
loyment of scientific method.lt is surely far better to emulate the scientist 
than not,Very helpful in this area are two articles I would receommend."Advice 
for Ufology” and "Rationality and its limitations" both by Dr I Grattan-Guiness, 
(l) They illustrate the above point clearly. ; 

2: Investigation : 

Since all research is based on this it is imperative that the 
highest standard of accuracy and presentability be attained,At the .NUFON meeting 

in Crewe (Feb 24 1979) Peter Warrington outlined the many factors to be accounted 
for in the witness interview,These ’were mainly concerned with visual perception, 
stress etc.Whilst highly commendable it would be difficult.if not impossible,to 
adopt such ideas with any degree of practicability. 

It is a major difficulty to know how to interview a witness,since everyone 
has a unique personality.lt would be best at the beginning of an interview to 
stipulate - in forceful but genial terms - that a witness should say if he is 
uncertain of anything.An invaluable aid to anyone with minimal experience of 
interviewing UFO percipients was produced by Trevor Whitaker (2). 

Since investigation also involves the interviewer care must be taken by them, 
Biased preconceptions must under no circumstances be consciousLy introduced,;It ■ 
may be argued that we should not question a witness regarding other,possibly 
related,experiences (eg the familiar 'psychic phenomena') since we are primarily 
concerned with obtaining information on the UFO report.I personally feel,however,, 
that if such events objectively exist they shoukd be.docam-?nted«The reason is 
simole.If the UFO event is a close encounterqjand if he has had previous or sub ¬ 
sequent psychic experiences,then there is at.least a case for a possible linkage. 
To blindly state that we should simply question a witness about the UFO exp¬ 
erience is,to say the least,rather short-sighted. 

Another neglected aspect is the -rucks I' of the witness flu a counsellor,-.Many 
percipients habe had traumaric experiences,and it is up to the investigator to 
provide what help he can,I would now like to quote from’a paper present ed by 
John Brent Musgrave to the CUFOS conference in Chicago.in April 1976 (3) 

"Attention has foewsed on the UFO percipient as a source of information 0 But at 
field investigator level little attention has been paidto the UFO percipient as 
a person who has experienced something that potentially is the most traumatic/ 
or 'meaningful' experience of life" He.goes on,,,"In addition to uncovering 
valuable data,attention must be paid to the well-being of the person who'has 
experienced the phenomenon,Lack of attention to this on the part of some UFO 
investigators has meant that investigations have sometimes heightened the anx¬ 
iety associated with a UFO event.lt may even turn out that the investigators, 
role as healer or counsellor outweighs their role as data gatherers.UFO inv¬ 
estigation has to be concerned with ethics as well as scientific method 3 " 

These quotes outline a virtually untouched area,but a responsibility the 
investigator must accept,The need for practical training ofi close endounter Inv¬ 
estigation is urgent,How man# times do we hear of a witness refusing to say 
more about the events,following the approach of cultist or inexperienced 
(and consequently unsympathetic) investigators? 

A final very important point concerns the actual approach to the witness,Ir 
is not for the investigator to dress grandly.and speak like royalty when the 
witness is obviously incompatible with this lifestyle.The converse applies also. 

An irresponsible attitude will immediately introduce stress.lt is imperative 
to discover the percipients lifestyle and conduat oneself accordingly,Such 
points may seem trivial but they are not.Witnesses can be alienated from the 
investigator otherwise.On more bisarre cases witnesses must feel at ease to re¬ 
late their information,and so an investigator must- make every effort to be 
friendly,The witness must have a high opinion of the investigators, 

I have dwelt on investigation as- it is the root problenuNot enough groper 
investigations are conducted,and we therefore lack source, data. for. research;, 

3* The Case Report : 

A report criteria,formulated by John Hind,is being published 
by UFOIN shortly,I will add no more at this stage. 
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UFO RESEARCH - THE WAY AHEAD? Cont... 


’’-* 'in the UK we have something of a dilemma..Very little research 

has,or is"being,done.It is a situation that must change as we know virtually no¬ 
thing more than we did 30 years ago.We must continue to become properly organ-- 
ised", adopt standard terminology,methodology and specific research ^oups^We als 
nedd to continue to use traditional methods such as computers and.. statistics,Wo 
must also see why we axe not coming up with answers,and I would like to propose 
an approach that encompasses all aspects of an event. _ 

j> A Proposal : gt must be takt3n to remmve ourselves from this rut.I would contena 
that we have concentrated too long on the details of reported manifestations. 

All this work has yielded little except archetypes of shape,colour etc.Thio must 
surely prove the approach is wrong.I propose that we must change our mxsguiued 
Dath and look at all aspects of UFOs and .associated phenomena with an open mind. 

THE EVENT: s We should continue to collate material on the.p + 

- isties,but also make note of the circumstances in which the oi^htx^ 

was made (witness movements,psychological reactions etcj _ 

FERCIPIENTs Far more attention must be paid to the percipien^ as^an 
- part of the event;psycholo;ical and physiological make-up,interests, 

hobbies, knowledge,feelings towards the phenomenon, claimed pa^a ..- 

abilities.An evaluation by a trained psychologist., would nelg, • 
qTPHTTNr •• The mental state of the witness when the sighting was madejatmos- 

SSSm 'gbSc conditions (temperature.pressure.cloud ever apd level),comp- 

rehensive site details, are all vital factors. 

of the aYea(ev hauntings,folklore etc).We should consider messages 

,, +v ,„ + ^ccgc through.I say this with misgivings since 1 nave , 

all that ^passes rnroubn.x j t the proposal and find 

^"wni^nSfa more^letermined offod - and enjoyed It too; 

2) "Investigation Proceeduros" published by BUFORA Ml. 

3 ) .. The upo Investigator as counsellor and Healer_F SR Vol _ 

W 0 'RE»ra'-'m T 'lwiSffiEM 5 )"”^Yadical Proposition" , 

Jenny Randles MUFORA (UFOIN) (Secretarial Assistant of FSR 

Knowing what to do - and how to do it - ^larljm^FO research get 

ennial and vital question.If all wo ever Ao is coll t . ^ Blaokoool 

nowhere,Its rather like counting,one by » somethirvrs.but 

— “ tet th - form :.“ hon 

^TcoSfeTbasic question has to be whether UFO 

or a_ composite whole.If .(a^ shifting fluid 

rosition - silica,quarts etc) and if y water Gt0 ).lt is not as simple 

'af iiS 1 'Se^Suvh t t e " C d S ec 1 iSe m whether we should kudy UFO reports or a composite 
•^/Sr^Untion is that the phenomenon 

less defining research without realisi^ f * sciencG - (physical and social) that 
disciplined because there are many loo k for proof that all UFOs 

are interwoveo.A psychologist will,not suprioin.iy, r p A GE 7 
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A RADICAL PROPOSITION Cont... 


share elements of "mass psychosis",wheras a physicist will attempt to define 
physical principles.The problem is that one or other might be totally correct, 
partly correct or completely wrong,so far as the true nature of UFOs is concerned. 

Consequently,! feel it is impossible to say what we should do so far as 
research is concerned,Rather we must encourage multi-disciplined approaches from 

individual standpoints in the hope that answers will slowly fit together,The real 
difficulty comes in deciding which data each specialist should study.Specialists 
have a nasty habit of selectivity,discarding data which does not seem to fit their 
field.This could be the downfall' of all research,The only way is,unfortunately, 
duplication.Either two specialists must do the same research or each specialist 
must do it twice.I will explain. 

Assume that a psychologist attempts to look for evidence that UFO reports are 
products of mass hysteria.He must both examine every case |ven those which do not 
seem to fit) and also select those which,to him,do seem relevant and look for. 
patterns in these-§lf there is an all embracing answer fre will find it (if his 
approach is the right one) since all reports will fit it.If only some 6f the data 
fits his theory then he will be able to demonstrate this with reference to the? 
data which fits and that which dees not (which will have clearly distinctive 
attributes),A similar methodology must be adopted by all researchers, 

I will cite my own opinions about UFOs as example.I feel the whole ! phenomenon 
has a psychological component (causing a distortion of visual perception due to 
factors such as 'Belief') In extreme qases (certain contacts) this may be the 
actual source of UFO data,but in.other instances it is just a manipulative element 
(distorting other phenomena into a UFO context) I further believe that many UFOs 
are explicable as rare or presently unknown natural phenomena (optical,electrical, 
meteorological etc) Some UFO accounts are perfect examples of these,and it is 
purely investigatory preconceptions which twist the interpretation to anything 
elseoOthers are heavily influenced by. psychological overtones.As for anything 
else - the EXOTIC UFO I call it - I am not convinced it eveh oKistsi I do not 
deny the possibility of course,but it may'be that the solutions I have proposed 
so far are enough in themselves. • 

My personal research solution would,therefore,seem heretical.To proceed on the 
assumption ( not belief) that EXOTIC UFOs don't exist.We still need many kinds 
of specialist from both sides of science,but I would wait to see how they-fared 
Njfore deciding what - if anything - remained.lt could, be all their efforts would 
still leave a shady area (the EXOTIC UFO) and we would then haveto .propose theories 
for its interpretation,On the other hand they may effectively explain everything. 
Since this is a possibility we really should tackle this problein first.We seem 
to be one step ahead of ourselves - researching an exotic enigma which we have 
no conclusive proof exists. 

Much the same proposition was put forward by Peter Warrington and I in "UFOs: 

A British Viewpoint" but we did also kick around idegs for the 'EXOTIC UFO' if it 
exists.Such an approach must be logical. 

Even if the foregoing is Valid (and it may not be) ufolo ;ists are-not redundant. 
We are specifically good at.collecting data and aiding witnesses and should 
continue"to do this with greater effect.No doubt some of us will-be able to 
research these physical/psychological possibilities and I would not even deny 
the value of proposing testable "exotic" theories.Paul Whetnall proposed an 
extremely interesting idea that a natural electrical phenomenon may scramble 
brain waves and trigger psychological experiences.Pat Grant of UFOIN is also 
working on similarities between UFO encounter effects and migraine and epilepsy 
sufferers.The point is that for research to’be meaningful one must propose a 
theory - suggest the effects of it being true - then test them against the data. 
One can do this inr all the ideas suggested so far in this article.One cannot do 
it for the ETH or interdimensi nal ideas etc,since it is impossible to predict 
the effects of such theories being true.Consequently I ar ue it is logical to 
discard them for the time being (even if in the long term they are-valid) 

Personally I would like to see a study on the lines of the CONDON Commission, 
involving a number of researchers testing different workable hypotheses against 
standardised good quality data,At the end of a set time period each individuals 
work could be collated,published and studied by external scientific opinion to 
decide whether the work had adequately explained the areas of UFOlogy or whether 
there was scope for broader possibilities,Either way we would have learnt a lot. 

Needless to say the liklihood is not high that such a project will come about 
within the scientific fraternity just now, but I feel that there are enough 
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odicated and knowledgable ufologists in Britain to initiate such a study nog 
arselves,When published it may set scientific minds at work.. 

If anyone reading this feels,as I do,that we not only could but should do 
ta-^s to give an injection of life into UFO research I very much would like to 
hoar from them.Perhaps,then,we can stop talking,and start doing,something positive! 


LOW DEFINITIO ACTIVITY 


INVESTIGATIONS SECTION 


Ref 

78-241 

7964 

7968 

7969 

7970 

7971 


Date Time Location 


Event 


Investigation Eval, 


Jul 16 23,11 Glasgow,Scotland 
Feb ? 21.00 Clayton,Staffs 

Jul 2 00.3C St Helens, Msyside 

Jul 26 00.35 Kirkby,Msyside 
Aug 5 01.42 Cannock,Staffs 

Sep 5 20.20 Blurton,Staffs 


Triangular LITS David Sydeserff D Insuff 

Red & beams UF0RA A Helicopte 

W UTS (30min) MIGAP C- 

W LITS MIGAP C 

Buzzing LITS UFOSIS B 

R &' W LITS UF0RA "A 


Helicopter 

Star? 

Aircraft? 

Aircraft 

Helicopter 


MEDIUM DEFINITION ACTIVITY 


41 Cl Summer 13*15 Rainhill,Msyside MIGAP C Insuff 

(Fire Officer saw grey cigar dart v,fast.about sky,hovering 4 times in 5 mins) 

6617 June 22.00 Gaxloway,Scotland David Sydeserff B Insuff 

(Woman and family saw cigar for 4 mins.Green/Orange haze surrounding it) 

7966 Mar 22 03.00 Solihull,W.Midlands UFOSIS A Meteor? 

(Woman PC saw for 4 secs a large cigar,white with sharp outline.Moving like meteor 
but she claims it was very large - estimates 120' +..- several other PCs in Coventry 
allegedly witness.also.Attempts being made to trace these) 

9o7 Jun 1 13,15 Newcastle!,‘.Staffs UF0RA A Insuff 

'man and daughter saw silver/black oval fall,like leaf on breeze,then climb away 
angle in similar manner ,5 mins duration.Possible wind blown debris?) 

oPINNING SAUCER OVER STOURPORT Investigation by Peter Ho ;ben (UFOSIS) 


Level A 


MED 


UNKNOWN" 


Multi de¬ 
coloured-. 

v 


^ White 


^Spin 


February 17 1979 Stourport, Worcestershire 

Two 13 year old girls were witness to a strange object as they travelled the 
few yards from one of their houses to another.At'first they assumed it was an 
aircraft but it remained statiobary and silent in the SE.It was also rotating 
on its axis and flashing colours (red,blue,green and orange),They crossed a 
playing field as a short cut,a little frightened, by it,and saw it had moved. - it 
now being in the ENE.lt was estimated .as 200 yards away and 200 feet off the •• 

ground,They stood watching it rotate for. 5 minutes, 
and.then saw it climb slightly and move away N,bef¬ 
ore back-tracking and moving away SE,disappearing at - 
150 bearing.No doundor effects noted at any.time. 

The girls ran to the house where one of their fathers 
came out but saw nothing,Due to their fear it was 
— " reported to the police,No aircraft were ip the area 

and the cloud ceiling was 2-300 feet at the time of sighting (21,00) Visibility 

was only 2-3 Km and wind speed 8 knotts from the NNE.In view of this no plausible 
explanation seems possible, 

(PSs Both those girls lived at No .23 respectively in their roads.lt has struck me 
how prominent this number is in UFO circles - and not just because I live at No. 
231 An article on page 32 of Issue 23 of F0RTEAN TIMES gives much thought on the 
enigma of the apparant significant coincidences involving this number..EDITOR) 

LOU LEVEL GIANT UFO IN CHESHIRE Investigation by Martin.Keatman (UF0RA) 

• — —-—_ —.-____________—_ 

November 28 1978 Holmes Chapel,Cheshire Level „B... CE 1 EM? UNKNOWN 

This is a most impressive case,extremely well investigated,Anthony Lakin,who 
;:?ks with the witness,obtained a report form and interview within 3 days of the 
ents and so the details would appear to be very consistant.The witness (age 26) 

0 senior projectionist at a cinema in Stafford but works for Securicor part-time, 
c is regarded as reliable,observant arid trustwothy.His wife attests to his 
excited and slightly shocked state on arrival- home-after, the.incident, 
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LOW IEVEL GIANT UFO IN CHESHIRE Cont... 

First a sighting on November 1? (lfr days before) is relevant.The witness was 
previously sceptical about UFOs.On this night he was driving a new Securicor 
Escort out of Northwich when he saw two white lights (as bright as Venus) side 
by side.His Pye Olympic transmitting radio-Was on (in low receiving mode so as he 
would not be startled suddenly) and this was drowned out with static.He put on 
the squelch control but this had no effect,After five seconds the' light streaked 

away into cloud.Time was 04,00 „ . —~ 

At a similar time on November 20 he was driving a Securicor load to Warrington 
on the M6 and was passing close to the Holmes Chapel junction (18).A ’shooting star 
to his left attracted his attention,seemingly landing in the adjacent fields 0 Then 

he saw a very large stationary oval light in the NW.He 
slowed and watched it,and was very puzzled,He turned off 
the Junction slip road,stopped and got out - leaving 
engine and radio on.A car raced by,byt he could not 
stop it.Then the light began to move slowly towards him- 
He watched as It came silently and extremely low (estimate 59 metr£s),In panic (he 
thought it had seen him) he stepped back to the van door and heard the 1 radio again 
suffering intense static.The van engine was not effected.He switched off th® radio. 
The object passed directly overhead on a SE course and was extremely large (a 
large dinner plate at arms length) Due to its speed it took eight seconds to pass'" 
fully overhead,The underside was dark and bevelled,seemingly metallic.There' 
appeared to be a fin at the rear.The light was coming out from the front in two 
beams angled up and down at 45 degree angles.The lower one was :SO bright it cast 
a shadow on the ground,For a short while,when closest to overhead,he heard a faint 
buzzing but otherwise total silence despite the extreme low height.The object 
moved away in a curve SE and in all was in view 4 minutes,Weather was cold (minus 
five),no wind and no cloud.Manchester Airport had no traffic.lt is most inter¬ 
esting to compare this with case 78-214 investigated by Peter Warrington which 
occurred just 33 hours before at Whalley Bridge about 15 M east.Here'3 students 
saw an almost identical object - dark,massive,slow and silenti with a ’fin 1 , at the 
rear and huge searchlights at the front. That too was unexplained! 


A FAMILY AND UFOs Multiple sightings and PSI events Investigated David Sydeserff 

Richard MacDowell ( 65 ) his wife and grown up daughter Mqpion all claim multiple 
sightings and ESP events.Marion is claimed to be very psychic.Witnesses believe in 
ETH and that only psychic people see UFOs.This may be relevant.Marion has faulty 
eyesight.Richard had a brain operation in 1967 .Witnesses live in Edinburgh. 

September 1940 - 21,30 Husband and wife saw stationary cigar with short blue 
flames at rear.Hovered 2 mins then sped away fast to ; the south.No sound. 

Winter 76-77 “ 06.00 dark mass took off in pitch black from park (where Richard 
was walking the dog) Very large with series of square windows on edge,Crawled 
along the ground before rising into the sky and passing overhead very low. 

Summer 1977 - 22.00 golden ball changing shape to cigar seen by all family over 
Meadowbank stadium - moving about above stand.Duration up to 25 minutes. 

Late September 1978 22.00 - large, ball of white light seen moving by whole 

family.Silent.Aircraft seen before was deafening, 

Jan 25 1979 - 01.00 whole' family saw blinking blue light which moved slowly 
then hobered.Aircraft flew underneath - seen clearly as aircraft and heard.UFO 
then disappeared. 

All these t sightings occurred in Edinburgh except the 1978 (Torremolinoa~Spain) 
PSI experiences include mystery sounds,footsteps and several ghosts seen by all 
three - including their dead cat (which the dog saw also and reacted),and a Roman 
Legionnaire.Mrs M also heard her grandmother calling her after she died. 

Dr JohnJBeloff’(the SPR) who is from the Psychology department at Edinburgh 
University heard the interview tapes.and proposed that the family “had some kind 
of collective hallucination which they shared,The PSI 'has no-more-objective 
reality than the UFOs” The investigator has reservations- aboub.this idea. 

CASES THIS MONTHS 13 2 -UFO (= 15.4%) 5-Insuff data,2 Helicopter.2 Aircraft, 

1 Meteor, 1 Star, 

Cases from: Scotland, Merseyside, Cheshire, Staffs, W,Midlands, Worostershire 
Thanks to: David Sydeserff, CHRYSIS (John Watson), MIGAP, MUF0RA (Ron Sergeant), 
UF0RA (Stephen Banks & Martin Keatmah),UFQSIS 
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